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2005 TOP 12 BARRIERS TO PERMANENCY

Permanent Wards

1.
2.
3.

hd

7.
8.
9.

Ward Behavior

Lack of appropriate adoptive homes

Lack of progress (established plan not being
addressed in a timely or substantive manner)

Court delay in rendering decision on petition for
termination of parental rights

Other

Appropriate support services not available
(parent aides, homemaker services, emergency
needs program, aftercare services)

Other

Frequent changes of foster care placement

Non-compliance with parent/agency agreement

10. Caseworker change delays progress
11. Other
12. Frequent delays in court hearings

Temporary Wards

NNk wh =

*®

10.
11.
12.

Lack of insight into problems
Substance abuse problems
Non-compliance with parent/agency agreement
Other
Ward behavior
Inadequate/inappropriate housing
Lack of judgment (vulnerability to inappropriate
influence of others/peers)
Resistant/uncooperative to service intervention.
Low-functioning (limited abilities, lack of coping
skills)
Chronic mental illness
Non-compliance with court orders
Inability/unwillingness to protect child
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